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and fully integrated into Europe in the major
economic and political institutions that will
be so important to the welfare of ordinary
Russian citizens in the new century.

Second, I think that as we work together
in Kosovo and as you are able to bring to
the Russian people the facts of the horrible
atrocities committed against the Kosovars by
Mr. Milosevic’s forces, the nightmares that
are so much like what we saw in Bosnia be-
fore the United States and Russia and others
went in there, at least perhaps the Russian
people will understand what was behind what
we were doing. We sought no political or
economic advantage, we sought no change
in the balance of power worldwide. We were
only trying to reverse ethnic cleansing and
genocide. And now it is something we are
doing together with the Russian forces. So
I hope that will help.

And finally, I think it’s very important that
we get back to our larger agenda: to reducing
the nuclear threat and the burden and—it
imposes on Russian as well as American peo-
ple; to reducing the threat of the prolifera-
tion of dangerous weapons technology; and
to building up the Russian economy in ways
that benefit ordinary Russian citizens. These
are things that are in the interest of the
American people, things we are deeply com-
mitted to.

And I believe as we continue to work on
these things together, I would hope that the
feeling the Russian people have for the
American people in the United States will
warm up again, because we strongly want our
partnership with Russia to endure and to be
felt in the hearts of ordinary citizens in both
countries.

Response to Genocide and Minority
Oppression

Mr. Kiselev. Mr. President, with regard
to NATO’s operation in the Balkans, let me
ask you this—this question is asked by many
people nowadays. Does it not seem to you
that the actions of the United States and
NATO show some sort of double standard—
I mean, that America doesn’t act, say, in the
Balkans the same way as it does in Kurdistan
or Rwanda and other regions of the world,
where authorities are conducting a policy of

genocide or national oppression of minori-
ties?

The President. First, let me say——
Mr. Kiselev. Will NATO be just as—I’m

sorry to interrupt you——
The President. Yes?
Mr. Kiselev. ——will NATO be just as

firm with the KLA, for example, as it has
been against Serb forces if they try to take
over Kosovo or endanger the Serb popu-
lation?

The President. The answer to the last
question has to be yes—and a strong yes. Our
commitment, as I said from the beginning,
is a Kosovo in which no innocent civilians
were subject to death, uprooting, or oppres-
sion. Our commitment, therefore, now must
be to give equal protection to all the innocent
civilian citizens of Kosovo. And I would just
note that KLA has agreed now to demili-
tarize, to give up its large weapons, to sus-
pend any kind of military operations or train-
ing, including even the wearing of the uni-
forms. So we will have to be vigilant, but
I am pleased with the progress of that.

And I want to say again, I am committed
to protecting all the people of Kosovo, and
one of the reasons that I wanted the Russians
to come in and first have a partnership is
so that the Serbs, as well as the Kosovar Alba-
nians, would feel that the KFOR force was
committed to their protection and that they
would all try to live together again. It’s going
to be hard; a lot of horrible, horrible things
have occurred. But we will work with them
and we will do our best to help reconcile
the civilians who had no role in the wrong-
doing, to help them reconcile to one another.

Mr. Kiselev. And as far as the first part
of my question?

The President. The first part of your
question, I have spoken to quite extensively
in America. First, America did actually play
a very major role in preserving an area of
protection for the Kurds in northern Iraq for
several years after the Gulf war. And we
have, several times, intervened to try to help
protect the Kurds, and will continue to be
sensitive to that.

Secondly, I have said repeatedly that the
slaughter of the Rwandans, the genocide in
Rwanda occurred in the short space of about
100 days, and we were caught flat-footed. I
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feel terrible that we did nothing. And I would
hope that if anything like that develops in
Africa again that the United States and Rus-
sia, indeed, all the major powers of the
United Nations would move aggressively to
try to stop it.

We should not countenance genocide or
ethnic cleansing anywhere in the world if we
have the power to stop it. That’s not to say
that we can expect all people of all different
ethnic groups to always like each other and
never even to fight. But when innocent civil-
ians are subject to mass slaughter and ethnic
cleansing, if we can stop it, we should.

Russian Role in Balkan Peace
Negotiations

Mr. Kiselev. Let me ask you about the
role of Russia in the Balkans peace deal more
in detail. There are basically two views. Some
believe that NATO was forced to turn to Rus-
sia for help because only Russia could sit
down with both sides and convince Milosevic
to accept the peace deal. Others believe that
the West could have avoided turning out
Russia, and only did so out of goodwill and
a desire to preserve Russia’s role in the Bal-
kans. What is your point of view?

The President. I would say there’s a little
bit of both there. The United States and the
other NATO authorities do view Russia with
goodwill, not ill will, and we do want and
believe Russia should appropriately have a
role in the Balkans. But also, I always be-
lieved if we were going to get a diplomatic
solution here, we had to have Russia’s in-
volvement.

Keep in mind, before the bombing began,
for 14 months we worked closely with the
Russians to try to find a diplomatic solution
in the Balkans, because we knew that Rus-
sia’s positive influence would be essential.
Then, when it appeared that the diplomatic
solution might be possible and could bring
an end to the bombing and bring the
Kosovars home, President Yeltsin was willing
to appoint Mr. Chernomyrdin.

He then came to us and made it clear that
he would like someone who could represent
the rest of Europe in these negotiations, and
President Ahtisaari of Finland became his
partner. And I believe that the Russian peo-
ple should be very, very proud of the role,

the indispensable role that Russia played in
these diplomatic negotiations, and the role
of Mr. Chernomyrdin in particular. He and
President Ahtisaari did a very, very good job,
and it’s something that I think is a great cred-
it to Russia and to the people of Russia.

G–8 Summit/International Financial Aid
to Russia

Mr. Kiselev. And there’s probably now
one last topic that I wanted to dwell upon.
Today is the last day of the G–8 summit. The
Western press usually refers to it as G–7-
plus-Russia, even though more than a year
ago in Birmingham, Russia was officially ad-
mitted, accepted to the club of the world
leading nations. Is Russia, in fact, a full-
fledged member of the G–8, or is it still early
to talk seriously about this because of Rus-
sia’s economic weakness and is the U.S. going
to pressure the IMF to provide credits to
Russia, and is the U.S. going to help Russia’s
economy apart from IMF?

The President. Let me try to answer all
of your questions. There is a G–8 now, not
a G–7-plus-one. It is a G–8; Russia is a full
member.

Mr. Kiselev. Please do it.
The President. The communique that we

issued today, which covers a wide range of
economic and social issues, was fully partici-
pated in by Russia. The Russians had a full
hand, along with all the rest of us, in develop-
ing this communique. And President Yeltsin
was at the meeting today when the leaders
went over the sections and, in effect, ratified
and said we wanted it out there. So I think
you can feel quite good about that and about
the fact that there is a G–8 and Russia is
a full member of it.

Secondly, you ask about the future and
whether we would pressure the IMF to help
Russia. The answer is that we have always
strongly, strongly supported IMF assistance
to Russia. We also strongly, however, support
the changes that the Duma has been asked
to make in order to give Russia a competitive
world economy. Because no matter how
much the IMF tries to help Russia, unless
your country has made the basic changes that
every country must make to compete in the
global economy, the private money will not
flow into Russia that will really bring it back
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to the position that the Russian people de-
serve, and that, frankly, the rest of the world
needs. It’s very much in the interest of the
United States to have an economically suc-
cessful, strong, prosperous Russia. And I will
do everything I can to that end.

And your third question was whether there
were things apart from the IMF that we
could do to help the Russian economy, and
the answer to that is, yes. And I discussed
some of those with President Yeltsin today.

I want you to understand that the United
States believes that a strong and prosperous
democratic Russia, actively involved with the
rest of Europe, actively involved with the
United States, actively working together in
partnership to solve the world’s problems,
from terrorism to the threat of weapons of
mass destruction to the need to stop ethnic
cleansing—that this is in our interest. We do
this because we genuinely want the Russian
people to have a leading role in the world
and to have personal prosperity, because we
think it gives us a safer world and it’s better
for the American people.

Mr. Kiselev. Mr. President, thank you for
your time, thank you for your answers, and
I wish you good luck.

The President. Thank you.

NOTE: The interview began at 5:16 p.m. in the
Bibliotek Room at the Hyatt Regency Hotel and
was videotaped for later broadcast in Russia. In
his remarks, he referred to Prime Minister Sergey
Stepashin and former Prime Minister and Special
Envoy Viktor Chernomyrdin of Russia; President
Slobodan Milosevic of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro); and Presi-
dent Martti Ahtisaari of Finland. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this
interview.

Joint Statement Between the United
States and the Russian Federation
Concerning Strategic Offensive and
Defensive Arms and Further
Strengthening of Stability
June 20, 1999

Confirming their dedication to the cause
of strengthening strategic stability and inter-
national security, stressing the importance of
further reduction of strategic offensive arms,

and recognizing the fundamental importance
of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballis-
tic Missile Systems (ABM Treaty) for the at-
tainment of these goals, the United States
of America and the Russian Federation de-
clare their determination to continue efforts
directed at achieving meaningful results in
these areas.

The two governments believe that strate-
gic stability can be strengthened only if there
is compliance with existing agreements be-
tween the Parties on limitation and reduction
of arms. The two governments will do every-
thing in their power to facilitate the success-
ful completion of the START II ratification
processes in both countries.

The two governments reaffirm their readi-
ness, expressed in Helsinki in March 1997,
to conduct new negotiations on strategic of-
fensive arms aimed at further reducing for
each side the level of strategic nuclear war-
heads, elaborating measures of transparency
concerning existing strategic nuclear war-
heads and their elimination, as well as other
agreed technical and organizational measures
in order to contribute to the irreversibility
of deep reductions including prevention of
a rapid build-up in the numbers of warheads
and to contribute through all this to the
strengthening of strategic stability in the
world. The two governments will strive to ac-
complish the important task of achieving re-
sults in these negotiations as early as possible.

Proceeding from the fundamental signifi-
cance of the ABM Treaty for further reduc-
tions in strategic offensive arms, and from
the need to maintain the strategic balance
between the United States of America and
the Russian Federation, the Parties reaffirm
their commitment to that Treaty, which is
a cornerstone of strategic stability, and to
continuing efforts to strengthen the Treaty,
to enhance its viability and effectiveness in
the future.

The United States of America and the Rus-
sian Federation, recalling their concern
about the proliferation in the world of weap-
ons of mass destruction and their means of
delivery, including missiles and missile tech-
nologies, expressed by them in the Joint
Statement on Common Security Challenges
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at the Threshold of the Twenty First Cen-
tury, adopted on September 2, 1998 in Mos-
cow, stress their common desire to reverse
that process using to this end the existing
and possible new international legal mecha-
nisms.

In this regard, both Parties affirm their ex-
isting obligations under Article XIII of the
ABM Treaty to consider possible changes in
the strategic situation that have a bearing on
the ABM Treaty and, as appropriate, possible
proposals for further increasing the viability
of this Treaty.

The Parties emphasize that the package of
agreements signed on September 26, 1997
in New York is important under present con-
ditions for the effectiveness of the ABM
Treaty, and they will facilitate the earliest
possible ratification and entry into force of
those agreements.

The implementation of measures to ex-
change data on missile launches and on early
warning and to set up an appropriate joint
center, recorded in the Joint Statement by
the Presidents of the United States of Amer-
ica and the Russian Federation signed on
September 2, 1998 in Moscow, will also pro-
mote the strengthening of strategic stability.

Discussions on START III and the ABM
Treaty will begin later this summer. The two
governments express their confidence that
implementation of this Joint Statement will
be a new significant step to enhance strategic
stability and the security of both nations.

NOTE: An original was not available for verifica-
tion of the content of this joint statement.

Remarks to the American
Community in Bonn, Germany
June 20, 1999

Lord Mayor Dieckmann, thank you very
much for your words and for your wonderful
gift of Beethoven’s music; Mr. Ambassador,
ladies and gentlemen.

Let me begin by saying a word of thanks
to our Embassy staff and to those of you here
in Bonn who have been our hosts for so many
years. We are very proud of our long pres-
ence here, but we know, as the Lord Mayor
said, that our departure is made possible by
something we have dreamed of for a very

long time, the Germany envisioned when the
American High Commission came to Bonn
in 1951. Also, thanks in large measure to Ger-
many’s leadership and example, we see the
Europe envisioned in the days of Truman
and Adenauer, a Europe free, undivided, and
at peace at last within our grasp.

The man for whom this chapel was named,
Henry Stimson, shared those dreams of Ger-
many and Europe. I understand one of his
relatives, Arthur Stimson, is here today, and
we are honored by that. I also want to wish
the chapel’s pastor, Dr. Hubbard, well as he
returns to America tomorrow after his service
here. We thank you, sir, and we wish your
successor, Reverend Satre—and Father
McNally, thank you for being here.

Hillary and I and Secretary Eizenstat,
who’s about to become the Deputy Secretary
of the Treasury—he’s moving, too—all of our
Americans here are profoundly grateful to
those of you who have served in Bonn and
have done a remarkable job of forging the
truly incredible relationship we have with
Germany. It is a security alliance, an eco-
nomic partnership, and a cultural bond. The
gift of this chapel is meant to symbolize that
whole relationship and to make it stronger.
I thank all of you who have made it possible.

As I think about where we are today, com-
pared to where we were 50 years ago and
the work we did today for the Europe our
children and grandchildren will live in 50
years from now, I think it is altogether fitting
that we are here in Bonn, the home of
Beethoven, for his life makes possible for us
to see one of the most important admonitions
of the Scriptures. The Bible says, ‘‘Where
there is no vision, the people perish.’’

Beethoven, I believe, was the greatest
composer in the history of the world. He was
also stone deaf. He wrote his music because
of his vision, because of the melding together
of his mind, his heart, his memory, his imagi-
nation. Human beings are at their best, not
only individually but working together, when
they are guided by their visions and they are
good.

The summit we have just completed was
the last leaders’ meeting of the 20th century.
It followed our victory in Kosovo for values
and for the vision we have of the 21st cen-
tury.
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